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REMARKS ARGUMENTS 

This is a Response to the final Office Action mailed May 3, 2006, in which a 
three (3) month Shortened Statutory Period for Response has been set, due to expire August 3, 
2006. Claim 3 is being canceled herein without prejudice, while claims 1 and 36-38 were 
previously canceled without prejudice. Claims 26-35 were previously withdrawn from 
consideration pursuant to a Restriction Requirement and election of claims, and are now being 
canceled herein without prejudice. 

Claims 2, 4, 7, and 9 are being rewritten in independent form. No new matter has 
been added to the application. The Director is authorized to charge any additional fees due by 
way of this Amendment, or credit any overpayment, to our Deposit Account No. 19-1090. 
Claims 2, 4-25, and 39 are now pending. 

Information Disclosure Statements (TDSs) 

The final Office Action on pages 2-3 mentioned the applicants' IDS of July 11, 
2005 when making a rejection of claim 3 on the basis of Alphonse (U.S. Patent No. 6,363,188), 
which was submitted with that IDS. However, it is noted that the Examiner has not yet returned 
an initialed copy of the form PTO-1449 (having Alphonse and other references listed thereon) 
that was submitted with the IDS of July 11, 2005. It is also noted that initialed copies of the two 
previously filed forms PTO-1449 that respectively accompanied the supplemental IDSs of March 
7, 2006 and May 10, 2006 also have not yet been provided by the Examiner. It is kindly 
requested that initialed copies of these three (3) forms PTO-1449 be provided with the Notice of 
Allowance to confirm that the references listed thereon have been considered by the Examiner 
and will appear on the front page of the to-be-issued patent. 

Objections 

Claims 2, 4, 7, and 9 were objected to as being dependent upon rejected base 
claim 3. The Examiner indicated in the Office Action that claims 2, 4, 7 and 9 would be 
allowable if rewritten in independent form to include all limitations of the base claim and any 
intervening claims. The applicants thank the Examiner for this indication of allowable subject 
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matter. Claim 2 has been rewritten in independent form to include all limitations of the base 
claim 3. Thus, independent claim 2 is believed to be allowable, as are claims 4, 7, and 9 that 
have also been rewritten in independent form. 

Claims 5, 6, 8 and 10-16 were objected to as being directly and indirectly 
dependent upon rejected base claim 3. The Examiner further indicated in the Office Action that 
claims 5, 6, 8 and 10-16 would be allowable by virtue of being dependent upon allowable claims 
2, 4, 7 and 9. Consequently, claims 5, 6, 8 and 10-16 are believed to be allowable in view of 
their allowable base claims and in view of the recitations contained in these dependent claims. 

Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. § 102(a) 

Claim 3 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(a) as being anticipated by Alphonse 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,363,188). 

Claim 3 has been canceled, thereby rendering this rejection moot. 

Withdrawn Claims 

Claims 26-35 currently stand withdrawn from consideration. Claims 26-35 are 
now being canceled herein without prejudice. 

Conclusion 

Overall, the cited references do not singly, or in any motivated combination, teach 
or suggest the claimed features of the embodiments recited in the independent claims, and thus 
such claims are allowable. Because the remaining claims depend from the allowable 
independent claims, and also because they include additional limitations, such claims are 
likewise allowable. If the undersigned attorney has overlooked a relevant teaching in any of the 
references, the Examiner is requested to point out specifically where such teaching may be 
found. 

In light of the above amendments and remarks, the applicants respectfully submit 
that all pending claims are allowable. The applicants, therefore, respectfully request that the 
Examiner reconsider this application and timely allow all pending claims. Examiner Peng is 
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encouraged to contact the undersigned attorney by telephone to discuss the above and any other 
distinctions between the claims and the applied references, if desired. If the Examiner notes any 
informalities in the claims, he is encouraged to contact the undersigned attorney by telephone to 
expediently correct such informalities. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Seed Intellectual Property Law Group PLLC 



Dennis M. de Guzman 
Registration No. 41 ,702 

RS:vsj 



701 Fifth Avenue, Suite 6300 
Seattle, Washington 98104-7092 
(206) 622-4900 
Fax: (206) 682-6031 

890050.441/814698J 
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